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Your request for opldio ;yeen received and ceare-
fully considered by thies departmen :¢/ e fr '

Added Acts
rovides as

having a popula-
one dred tvo thousand
dnd_one>(102,00)) and less than one hundred
usand (110,000), socording to the

2 g Federal Census are hereby
fix the salary of the County
pf their particular count
t Jéss than Six Hundred (xGOO.
DOLIGrSs per year, nor more than Tventy-
n Hungfed ($2,700.00) Dollars per year.
»_fétermination of auch salary the
Court vill consider the fees received by
such office during the preceding fiscal
year, the expenses of that office during
the same period, and the relative duties
encumbent on such office; and shall in
their discretlion affix to such office such
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compensgatlion ag they deem just and nec-
egzary for the services rendered, within
the limits hereinbefore provided.®

"Htdalgo Oountg, wvith a population of 106,664
according to the 1940 Federal Cengus, appears to
be the only county affected by this Act.

"Under uection 56 of the Article 3 of the
Constitution of Texas and the Clty of Fort Worth
v. Sobbitt, 36 . W. (2nd) 470, Bexer County v.
Tynan, et al., 97 5. W. (2nd) 567, and various
opinions of your office relating to Acts of the
Iegislature applylng to only one county, it is
my opinion that the above portion of ssid Act 1ig
unconegtitutional,

"Will you please advise me whether or not I
em correct 1ln this conclusia?®

Eidalgo Ccunty, Texaa, is the only county in Texas
coming within the population bracketes met out in the gbove
quoted subdivieion.

It 4s our opinion that you have correctly anavered
the gqueetion. . '

'~ The ebove guoted subdivision ie clearly unconetitu-
tional and void. Jee the following authoritlies:

3ection 56, Art. IXI, Texaa-Constitution

Miller va. El Paso County, 150 3. W. (24) 1000
Bexar County v. Tynan, 97 3. W. (2d) %67

Clark vs. Finley, 54 3, W. 343

Smith v. State, 49 8. W. (2d) 739

Fritter v. Vest, 65 8, W. (24) 4%

Wood v. Marfa Ind. School Dist., 123 §.W. (24) 429

We enclose herewith copies  of Opinlions 0-1957 and
0-3662, which hold similar scts unconstitutional.
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